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(Mrs. BOXER) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 738, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for Medicare coverage of 
comprehensive Alzheimer’s disease and 
related dementia diagnosis and serv-
ices in order to improve care and out-
comes for Americans living with Alz-
heimer’s disease and related dementias 
by improving detection, diagnosis, and 
care planning. 

S. 752 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 752, a bill to establish 
a comprehensive interagency response 
to reduce lung cancer mortality in a 
timely manner. 

S. 815 
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 

names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 815, a 
bill to guarantee that military funerals 
are conducted with dignity and respect. 

S. 838 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
838, a bill to amend the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act to clarify the ju-
risdiction of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency with respect to certain 
sporting good articles, and to exempt 
those articles from a definition under 
that Act. 

S. 871 
At the request of Mr. COBURN, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. CORKER), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. TOOMEY) and the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 871, a 
bill to repeal the Volumetric Ethanol 
Excise Tax Credit. 

S. 906 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 906, 
a bill to prohibit taxpayer funded abor-
tions and to provide for conscience pro-
tections, and for other purposes. 

S. 946 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 946, a bill to establish an Office of 
Rural Education Policy in the Depart-
ment of Education. 

S. 951 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 951, a bill to improve the 
provision of Federal transition, reha-
bilitation, vocational, and unemploy-
ment benefits to members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 953 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 

the name of the Senator from Florida 

(Mr. RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 953, a bill to authorize the conduct 
of certain lease sales in the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, to amend the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act to modify 
the requirements for exploration, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 958 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. KIRK) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 958, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize the 
program of payments to children’s hos-
pitals that operate graduate medical 
education programs. 

S. 964 

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 964, a bill to amend the 
National Labor Relations Act to clar-
ify the applicability of such Act with 
respect to States that have right to 
work laws in effect. 

S. 967 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 967, a bill to establish clear regu-
latory standards for mortgage 
servicers, and for other purposes. 

S. 973 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Hawaii 
(Mr. INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 973, a bill to create the National 
Endowment for the Oceans to promote 
the protection and conservation of the 
United States ocean, coastal, and 
Great Lakes ecosystems, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 982 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) and the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. HATCH) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 982, a bill to reaffirm the author-
ity of the Department of Defense to 
maintain United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as a location 
for the detention of unprivileged 
enemy belligerents held by the Depart-
ment of Defense, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 993 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
993, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prevent the exten-
sion of the tax collection period merely 
because the taxpayer is a member of 
the Armed Forces who is hospitalized 
as a result of combat zone injuries. 

S. CON. RES. 4 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. BROWN) and the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 4, a concur-
rent resolution expressing the sense of 
Congress that an appropriate site on 
Chaplains Hill in Arlington National 
Cemetery should be provided for a me-

morial marker to honor the memory of 
the Jewish chaplains who died while on 
active duty in the Armed Forces of the 
United States. 

S. CON. RES. 17 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WEBB) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 17, 
a concurrent resolution expressing the 
sense of Congress that Taiwan should 
be accorded observer status in the 
International Civil Aviation Organiza-
tion (ICAO). 

S. RES. 132 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-

braska, the name of the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 132, a resolution rec-
ognizing and honoring the zoos and 
aquariums of the United States. 

S. RES. 175 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KYL) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 175, a resolu-
tion expressing the sense of the Senate 
with respect to ongoing violations of 
the territorial integrity and sov-
ereignty of Georgia and the importance 
of a peaceful and just resolution to the 
conflict within Georgia’s internation-
ally recognized borders. 

S. RES. 180 
At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 180, a resolution express-
ing support for peaceful demonstra-
tions and universal freedoms in Syria 
and condemning the human rights vio-
lations by the Assad regime. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. RISCH, and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 999. A bill to amend the Safe 
Drinking Water Act to prevent the en-
forcement of certain national primary 
drinking water regulations unless suffi-
cient funding is available; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Small System 
Drinking Water Act of 2011. This is the 
fourth Congress that I have introduced 
this bill which would help water sys-
tems throughout the country comply 
with the ever growing number of fed-
eral drinking water standards. I am 
pleased to be joined by Senators THAD 
COCHRAN, DAVID VITTER, JOHN 
BOOZMAN, JAMES RISCH, and MIKE 
CRAPO as cosponsors of this legislation. 
My bill will require the Federal Gov-
ernment to live up to its obligations 
and require the EPA to use the tools it 
was given in the 1996 Safe Drinking 
Water Act amendments, SDWA. 

My goal here is to ensure that small 
towns across the country have safe, af-
fordable drinking water and that the 
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laws are fair to small and rural com-
munities. Currently EPA assumes that 
families can afford water rates of 2.5 
percent of their annual median house-
hold income, or $1,000 per household. 
For some families, paying $83 a month 
for water may not be a hardship but for 
so many more, it is nearly impossible. 
There must be some flexibility inserted 
into the calculation that factors in the 
ability of the truly disadvantaged to 
pay these costs. Forcing systems to 
raise rates beyond what their rate-
payers can afford only causes more 
damage than good. 

EPA needs to look more closely at 
how it determines affordability. My 
bill directs EPA to take additional fac-
tors into consideration when making 
this determination. These include en-
suring that the affordability criteria 
are not more costly on a per-capita 
basis to a small water system than to 
a large water system. 

In EPA’s most recent drinking water 
needs survey, Oklahoma identified a 
total of over $4.1 billion in drinking 
water needs over the next 20 years. $2.4 
billion of that need is for community 
water systems that serve fewer than 
10,000 people. The $4.1 billion does not 
include the total costs imposed on 
Oklahoma communities to meet fed-
eral clean water requirements, the new 
Groundwater rule, the DBP II rule or 
the Long Term 2 Enhanced Surface 
Water Treatment Rule. Oklahoma con-
tinues to have municipalities strug-
gling with the 2002 arsenic rule. Many 
of our small systems are having dif-
ficulty with the Disinfection Byprod-
ucts, DBP, Stage I rule, and small sys-
tems who purchase water from other 
systems and did not have to test, treat 
or monitor their water must now com-
ply with DBP II. EPA estimates that 
over the next 20 years, the entire coun-
try will need $52.0 billion to come into 
compliance with existing, proposed or 
recently promulgated regulations. 

My bill proposes a few simple steps to 
help systems comply with all these 
rules. First, it reauthorizes the tech-
nical assistance program in the Safe 
Drinking Water Act. The DBP rules are 
very complex and involve a lot of mon-
itoring and testing. If we are going to 
impose complicated requirements on 
systems, we need to provide them with 
help to implement those requirements. 

The bill creates a pilot program to 
demonstrate new technologies and ap-
proaches for systems of all sizes to 
comply with these complicated rules. 
It requires the EPA to convene a work-
ing group to examine the science be-
hind the rules in order to compare new 
developments since each rule’s publica-
tion. 

Section 1412(b)(4)(E) of the SDWA 
Amendments of 1996 authorizes the use 
of point of entry treatment, point of 
use treatment and package plants to 
economically meet the requirements of 
the act. However, to date, these ap-
proaches are not widely used by small 
water systems. My legislation directs 
the EPA to convene a working group to 

identify barriers to the use of these ap-
proaches. The EPA will then use the 
recommendations of the working group 
to draft a model guidance document 
that states can use to create their own 
programs. 

Most importantly this bill requires 
the Federal Government to pay for 
these unfunded mandates created by 
laws and regulations. In 1995, Congress 
passed the Unfunded Mandates Reform 
Act to ensure that the Federal Govern-
ment pays the costs incurred by state 
and local governments in complying 
with Federal laws. My bill is designed 
to ensure that EPA cannot take an en-
forcement action against a system 
serving less than 10,000 people, without 
first ensuring that it has sufficient 
funds to meet the requirements of the 
regulation. 

Since the 108th Congress, I have co- 
authored and cosponsored legislation 
to provide additional resources to com-
munities through the State Revolving 
Loan Funds. Unfortunately, not much 
has changed. We still have too many 
regulations and not enough money to 
pay for them. Funding legislation is 
important but until that money be-
comes available, it is unreasonable to 
penalize and fine local communities be-
cause they cannot afford to pay for reg-
ulations we imposed on them. I thank 
my colleagues and look forward to 
their support of this commonsense pro-
posal.

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 1001. A bill to reduce oil consump-
tion and improve energy security, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today 
Sen. STABENOW and I are introducing 
legislation designed to reduce our de-
pendence on imported oil by replacing 
it with cleaner, domestic sources of en-
ergy to power our cars, trucks, buses, 
tractors, and ships. The only way to re-
duce our Nation’s dependence on for-
eign oil is to reduce our dependence on 
oil. When it comes to reducing our use 
of oil, transportation is where the vast 
bulk of America’s oil use is. Over 70 
percent of all of the oil used in the U.S. 
is used for transportation. Unless we do 
something about the amount of oil 
used by our transportation sector, we 
have no chance of making a significant 
dent in our dependence on oil. The goal 
of this bill is to replace a significant 
portion of that oil with home-grown al-
ternative fuels—electricity, natural 
gas, propane, biofuels, and hydrogen. 
We believe this will create jobs and 
economic growth here in the U.S. and 
reduce the relentless flow of dollars 
overseas to buy oil. 

Many of our colleagues share our 
concern and have been strong advo-
cates for individual vehicle tech-
nologies. Indeed, both Sen. STABENOW 
and I voted last year in the Senate En-
ergy Committee to support legislation 
by Sen. DORGAN, Sen. MERKLEY and 
Sen. ALEXANDER to promote electric 

vehicles. With electric vehicles, fuel 
can come from many sources, and very 
little of it from oil. With plug-in elec-
tric technology now hitting the 
streets, you can literally use power 
from a wind turbine to drive to the 
store. Sen. MENENDEZ and Sen. REID 
have offered bills to promote natural 
gas vehicles. Natural gas is a natural 
fuel for many vehicle applications and 
it now appears that there are signifi-
cant new natural gas resources here in 
North America that could be tapped to 
replace imported oil. 

At the end of the day, however, dif-
ferent fuels are going to work better in 
different types of vehicles and in dif-
ferent parts of the country. For that 
reason, our bill does not pick tech-
nology winners and losers. It is ‘‘tech-
nology neutral,’’ ‘‘geography neutral’’ 
and ‘‘market neutral.’’ An alternative 
fuel that is readily available in one 
part of the country may not be readily 
available in every part of the country, 
or it may not work as well in an 18 
wheel tractor-trailer as in the family 
car. Our bill does not chose which fuel 
is used where, or for what kind of vehi-
cles. We leave that up to the free mar-
ket so that fuel providers and vehicle 
manufacturers can compete for what 
works best for their customers. 

While it is true that cars and pick-up 
trucks use about 63 percent of all 
transportation fuel, that still means 
that well over a third is used in other 
kinds of vehicles. Medium and heavy 
trucks and buses, for example, use 
about 20 percent of all motor fuel. Our 
bill is aimed at making inroads on oil 
imports all up and down the road, in all 
kinds of vehicles, and even for off-road 
vehicles and engines that aren’t on the 
road at all. 

Our bottom line goal is to help Amer-
ican businesses, which build vehicles 
and supply fuel, provide genuine alter-
natives to conventional fuels and en-
gine technologies so that Americans 
can reduce our dependence on foreign 
oil. The bill does this by providing a 
set of tools to promote the deployment 
of these technologies while keeping in 
mind the difficult budget situation the 
country faces. In several instances, the 
bill modifies existing programs, rather 
than create new ones, and it includes a 
source of funds to pay for the new pro-
grams it does create. 

First, the bill takes the existing ad-
vanced vehicle manufacturing support 
program at the U.S. Department of En-
ergy, which is now focused on pro-
viding financial support to major man-
ufacturers of light duty vehicles, and 
opens it up to alternative fuel tech-
nologies. It also expands the program 
to component manufacturers further 
down the supply chain and to the pro-
duction of medium and heavy trucks, 
buses, and transit vehicles and lifts the 
cap on the amount of loans that can be 
made to American manufacturers and 
their suppliers. 

Alternative fuel vehicles need alter-
native fuel. So the next major initia-
tive in the bill is to provide financial 
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support for the production and dis-
tribution of those alternative fuels. 
Again, instead of creating a whole new 
program to support this alternative 
fuel infrastructure, the bill modifies 
the existing clean energy Department 
of Energy loan guarantee program cre-
ated section 1703 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005. This loan program was 
aimed at financing new, innovative 
low-carbon electricity generation tech-
nologies. That is all well and good, but 
those investments do not address the 
very real energy security challenge 
facing our country from oil imports, 
especially since so little electricity in 
the U.S. is actually generated using 
oil. Our bill would allow this already 
existing program to be used for alter-
native fuel infrastructure. 

The bill includes additional measures 
to provide technical assistance to 
States and local governments, public- 
private partnerships and utility compa-
nies and utility commissions to help 
overcome barriers to the deployment of 
these alternative fuel vehicles. The bill 
provides worker training and tech-
nology research programs to make sure 
there is a skilled workforce and new 
technologies. Taken altogether, these 
provisions are designed to provide the 
tools for manufacturers, parts sup-
pliers, fuel providers, transportation 
planners, utility regulators, and State 
and local officials to deploy alternative 
fuel vehicles, and the fuels to power 
them, in numbers that make a dif-
ference and truly reduce our depend-
ence on imported oil. 

Finally, the bill includes a funding 
offset by capping the size of the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve, SPR, at 90 
days of non-North American crude oil 
and petroleum fuel imports. Under cur-
rent law, the SPR is supposed to grow 
to 1 billion barrels at a cost of over $5 
billion for construction and, at current 
prices, over $30 billion to fill it with 
oil. Buying more insurance doesn’t 
make that old car any safer. While I 
support having a Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve, the plain truth of the matter 
is that spending billions of additional 
dollars to put more oil into the SPR 
will not reduce our dependence on oil 
imports by a single barrel. This bill 
would take the money generated by re-
ducing the size of the SPR and reinvest 
it in alternative energy technologies 
that will, in fact, genuinely reduce 
that dependence. Rather than putting 
more oil in the ground for short-term 
supply emergencies, we put American 
innovation to work to reduce our Na-
tion’s oil dependence permanently. 

I applaud my colleague from Oregon, 
Senator MERKLEY, and our other Sen-
ate colleagues, for recognizing that 
new vehicle technologies now entering 
the market are not just scientific curi-
osities, but game-changing opportuni-
ties to finally get our country off of its 
addiction to oil. I look forward to 
working with them to enact programs 
and policies that ensure these alter-
native fuel technologies succeed in the 
marketplace. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1001 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Alternative Fuel Vehicles Competitive-
ness and Energy Security Act of 2011’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 

TITLE I—ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE 
DEPLOYMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 101. Loan guarantees for alternative 
fuel infrastructure. 

Sec. 102. Advanced technology vehicles man-
ufacturing incentive program. 

Sec. 103. Conventional fuel replacement cal-
culation and assessment. 

Sec. 104. Technical assistance and coordina-
tion. 

Sec. 105. Workforce training. 
Sec. 106. Reduction of engine idling and con-

ventional fuel consumption. 
Sec. 107. Electric and natural gas utility and 

oil pipeline participation. 
Sec. 108. HOV lane access extension. 
Sec. 109. Research, development, and dem-

onstration. 

TITLE II—FUNDING AND OFFSETS 

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 202. Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 
Sec. 203. Transfers. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ALTERNATIVE FUEL.—The term ‘‘alter-

native fuel’’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 30B(e)(4) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986. 

(2) ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE.—The term 
‘‘alternative fuel vehicle’’ means— 

(A) a new qualified alternative fuel motor 
vehicle (as defined in section 30B(e)(4) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986); 

(B) a mixed-fuel vehicle (as defined in sec-
tion 30B(e)(5)(B) of that Code); 

(C) a new qualified plug-in electric drive 
motor vehicle (as defined in section 30D(d) of 
that Code); or 

(D) a nonroad vehicle manufactured to pri-
marily use an alternative fuel. 

(3) COMMUNITY COLLEGE.—The term ‘‘com-
munity college’’ has the meaning given the 
term ‘‘junior or community college’’ in sec-
tion 312 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 1058). 

(4) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

(5) NONROAD VEHICLE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘nonroad vehi-

cle’’ means a vehicle that is not licensed for 
onroad use. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘nonroad vehi-
cle’’ includes a vehicle described in subpara-
graph (A) that is used principally— 

(i) for industrial, farming, or commercial 
use; 

(ii) for rail transportation; 
(iii) at an airport; or 
(iv) for marine purposes. 
(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Energy. 

TITLE I—ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE 
DEPLOYMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 101. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR ALTERNATIVE 
FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1703(a) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16513(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) reduce oil imports through the use of 
alternative fuel (as defined in section 
30B(e)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986); and’’. 

(b) CATEGORIES.—Section 1703(b) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16513(b)) is 
amended by adding at the following: 

‘‘(11) The production and distribution of— 
‘‘(A) alternative fuel (as defined in section 

30B(e)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986); or 

‘‘(B) advanced biofuel (as defined in section 
211(o)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7545(o)(1))).’’. 
SEC. 102. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES 

MANUFACTURING INCENTIVE PRO-
GRAM. 

Section 136 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 

through (C) as clauses (i) through (iii), re-
spectively, and indenting appropriately; 

(ii) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as 
redesignated by clause (i)), by striking 
‘‘means an ultra efficient vehicle or a light 
duty vehicle that meets—’’ and inserting 
‘‘means— 

‘‘(A) an ultra efficient vehicle or a light 
duty vehicle that meets—’’; 

(iii) in clause (iii) (as redesignated by 
clause (i)), by striking the period at the end 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) a vehicle (such as a medium-duty or 

heavy-duty work truck, bus, or rail transit 
vehicle) that— 

‘‘(i) is used on a public street, road, high-
way, or transitway; 

‘‘(ii) meets each applicable emission stand-
ard that is established as of the date of the 
application; and 

‘‘(iii) will reduce consumption of conven-
tional motor fuel by 25 percent or more, as 
compared to existing surface transportation 
technologies that perform a similar func-
tion, unless the Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(I) the percentage is not achievable for a 
vehicle type or class; and 

‘‘(II) an alternative percentage for that ve-
hicle type or class will result in substantial 
reductions in motor fuel consumption within 
the United States; and 

‘‘(C) an alternative fuel vehicle (as defined 
in section 2 of the Alternative Fuel Vehicles 
Competitiveness and Energy Security Act of 
2011) that— 

‘‘(i) meets each applicable emission stand-
ard that is established as of the date of the 
application; and 

‘‘(ii) will reduce consumption of conven-
tional fuel by 25 percent or more, as com-
pared to existing surface transportation 
technologies that perform a similar func-
tion, unless the Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(I) the percentage is not achievable for a 
vehicle type or class; and 

‘‘(II) an alternative percentage for that ve-
hicle type or class will result in substantial 
reductions in conventional fuel consumption 
within the United States.’’; 
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(B) in paragraph (3)(B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘equipment and’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘equipment,’’; and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘, and manufacturing 

process equipment’’ after ‘‘suppliers’’; and 
(C) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(4) QUALIFYING COMPONENTS.—The term 

‘qualifying components’ means components, 
systems, or groups of subsystems that the 
Secretary determines— 

‘‘(A) to be designed to improve fuel econ-
omy or the substitution of conventional fuel 
with— 

‘‘(i) alternative fuel (as defined in section 
30B(e)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986); or 

‘‘(ii) advanced biofuel (as defined in section 
211(o)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7545(o)(1))); or 

‘‘(B) to contribute measurably to the over-
all improved fuel use of an advanced tech-
nology vehicle, including idle reduction 
technologies.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘to auto-
mobile’’ and inserting ‘‘to advanced tech-
nology vehicle’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(1), in the first sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘a total of not more than 
$25,000,000,000 in’’; 

(4) in subsection (h)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘AUTOMOBILE’’ and inserting ‘‘ADVANCED 
TECHNOLOGY VEHICLE’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘auto-
mobiles’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘advanced technology vehicles’’; and 

(5) in subsection (i), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2016’’. 
SEC. 103. CONVENTIONAL FUEL REPLACEMENT 

CALCULATION AND ASSESSMENT. 
(a) METHODOLOGY.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall, by rule, develop a method-
ology for calculating the equivalent volumes 
of conventional fuel displaced by use of each 
alternative fuel to assess the effectiveness of 
alternative fuel and alternative fuel vehicles 
in reducing oil imports. 

(b) NATIONAL ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 
3 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall— 

(1) conduct a national assessment (using 
the methodology developed under subsection 
(a)) of the effectiveness of alternative fuel 
and alternative fuel vehicles in reducing oil 
imports into the United States, including as 
assessment of— 

(A) market penetration of alternative fuel 
and alternative fuel vehicles in the United 
States; 

(B) successes and barriers to deployment 
identified by the programs established under 
this Act; and 

(C) the maximum feasible deployment of 
alternative fuel and alternative fuel vehicles 
by 2020 and 2030; and 

(2) report to Congress the results of the as-
sessment. 
SEC. 104. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND COORDI-

NATION. 
(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO STATE, 

LOCAL, AND TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this title, 

the Secretary shall provide, at the request of 
the Governor, mayor, county executive, pub-
lic utility commissioner, or other appro-
priate official or designee, technical assist-
ance to State, local, and tribal governments 
or to a public-private partnership described 
in paragraph (2) to assist with the deploy-
ment of alternative fuel and alternative fuel 
vehicles and infrastructure. 

(2) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP.—Tech-
nical assistance under this section may be 
awarded to a public-private partnership, 

comprised of State, local or tribal govern-
ments and nongovernmental entities, includ-
ing— 

(A) electric or natural gas utilities or 
other alternative fuel distributors; 

(B) vehicle manufacturers; 
(C) alternative fuel vehicle or alternative 

fuel technology providers; 
(D) vehicle fleet owners; 
(E) transportation and freight service pro-

viders; or 
(F) other appropriate non-Federal entities, 

as determined by the Secretary. 
(3) ASSISTANCE.—The technical assistance 

described in paragraph (1) may include— 
(A) coordination in the selection, location, 

and timing of alternative fuel recharging and 
refueling equipment and distribution infra-
structure, including the identification of 
transportation corridors and specific alter-
native fuels that would be made available; 

(B) development of protocols and commu-
nication standards that facilitate vehicle re-
fueling and recharging into electric, natural 
gas, and other alternative fuel distribution 
systems; 

(C) development of codes and standards for 
the installation of alternative fuel distribu-
tion and recharging and refueling equipment; 

(D) education and outreach for the deploy-
ment of alternative fuel and alternative fuel 
vehicles; and 

(E) utility rate design and integration of 
alternative fuel vehicles into electric and 
natural gas utility distribution systems. 

(b) COST SHARING.—Cost sharing for assist-
ance awarded under this section shall be con-
sistent with section 988 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16352). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2016. 
SEC. 105. WORKFORCE TRAINING. 

(a) WORKFORCE TRAINING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Labor, shall 
award grants to community colleges, other 
institutions of higher education, and other 
qualified training and education institutions 
for the establishment or expansion of pro-
grams to provide training and education for 
vocational workforce development for— 

(A) the manufacture and maintenance of 
alternative fuel vehicles; and 

(B) the manufacture and installation and 
inspection of alternative fuel recharging, re-
fueling, and distribution infrastructure. 

(2) PURPOSE.—Training funded under this 
subsection shall be intended to ensure that 
the workforce has the necessary skills need-
ed to manufacture, install, and maintain al-
ternative fuel infrastructure and alternative 
fuel vehicles. 

(3) SCOPE.—Training funded under this sub-
section shall include training for— 

(A) electricians, plumbers, pipefitters, and 
other trades and contractors who will be in-
stalling alternative fuel recharging, refuel-
ing, and distribution infrastructure; 

(B) building code inspection officials; 
(C) vehicle, engine, and powertrain dealers 

and mechanics; and 
(D) others positions as the Secretary deter-

mines necessary to successfully deploy alter-
native fuels and vehicles. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2016. 
SEC. 106. REDUCTION OF ENGINE IDLING AND 

CONVENTIONAL FUEL CONSUMP-
TION. 

(a) DEFINITION OF IDLE REDUCTION TECH-
NOLOGY.—Section 756(a)(5) of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16104(a)(5)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) uses an alternative fuel to reduce con-

sumption of conventional fuel and environ-
mental emissions.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 756(b)(4)(B) of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16104(b)(4)(B)) is amended in clauses (i) and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2008’’ each place 
it appears and inserting ‘‘each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2016’’. 
SEC. 107. ELECTRIC AND NATURAL GAS UTILITY 

AND OIL PIPELINE PARTICIPATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall iden-

tify barriers and remedies in existing elec-
tric and natural gas and oil pipeline trans-
mission and distribution systems to the dis-
tribution of alternative fuels and the deploy-
ment of alternative fuel recharging and re-
fueling capability, at economically competi-
tive costs of alternative fuel for consumers, 
including— 

(1) model regulatory rate design and bill-
ing for recharging and refueling alternative 
fuel vehicles; 

(2) electric grid load management and ap-
plications that will allow batteries in plug-in 
electric drive vehicles to be used for grid 
storage, ancillary services provision, and 
backup power; 

(3) integration of plug-in electric drive ve-
hicles with smart grid technology, including 
protocols and standards, necessary equip-
ment, and information technology systems; 

(4) technical and economic barriers to 
transshipment of biofuels by oil pipelines; 
and 

(5) any other barriers to installing suffi-
cient and appropriate alternative fuel re-
charging and refueling infrastructure. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out this section in consultation with— 

(1) the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission; 

(2) State public utility commissions; 
(3) State consumer advocates; 
(4) electric and natural gas utility and 

transmission owners and operators; 
(5) oil pipeline owners and operators; and 
(6) other affected entities. 
(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing actions taken to carry out this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 108. HOV LANE ACCESS EXTENSION. 

Section 166(b)(5) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Be-
fore September 30, 2009, the State’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The State’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘Be-
fore September 30, 2009, the State’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The State’’. 
SEC. 109. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-

ONSTRATION. 
(a) RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-

ONSTRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Defense, the 
Secretary of Commerce, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, shall support research, de-
velopment, and demonstration of alternative 
fuel vehicles and charging and refueling 
technology, including support for the manu-
facture and deployment of those vehicles and 
technologies, that will— 

(A) allow the United States to meet or ex-
ceed the petroleum import reduction goals of 
this Act; 

(B) develop technologies that minimize 
life-cycle energy use in the production and 
distribution of alternative fuels; and 

(C) maintain United States technological 
leadership in alternative vehicle technology. 
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(2) USE OF FUNDS.—The program may in-

clude funding for— 
(A) the development of alternative fuel ve-

hicle technologies, including new tech-
nologies for on-board alternative fuel and en-
ergy storage and drive train components for 
vehicles; and 

(B) production and distribution tech-
nologies and systems for alternative fuels, 
including— 

(i) grid connectivity technology for elec-
tric vehicles; 

(ii) recycling technology and practicable 
uses of catalysts; 

(iii) vehicle batteries; and 
(iv) other components after the useful life 

in a vehicle or alternative fuel production fa-
cility. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $100,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2016. 

TITLE II—FUNDING AND OFFSETS 
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Except as otherwise provided in this Act, 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act such sums as are necessary. 
SEC. 202. STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE. 

(a) LEVEL.—Section 154(a) of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6234(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘1 billion bar-
rels of petroleum products’’ and inserting 
‘‘the quantity of crude oil and petroleum 
fuels imported into the United States each 
year from countries that are not signatories 
to North American Free Trade Agreement 
during an average 90-day period during the 
most recent calendar year for which data are 
available’’. 

(b) FILLING STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RE-
SERVE TO CAPACITY.—Section 301(e) of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 6240 
note; Public Law 109–58) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (1). 
SEC. 203. TRANSFERS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2009.—Of the funds appro-
priated under section 101 of division A of the 
Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance, 
and Continuing Appropriations Act, 2009 
(Public Law 110–329; 122 Stat. 3574) for the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve under the head-
ing ‘‘Strategic Petroleum Reserve’’ of title 
III of the Energy and Water Development 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 1959), 
$31,500,000 is transferred to carry out this Act 
and the amendments made by this Act. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2010.—Of the funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve’’ of title III of the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111–85; 
123 Stat. 2862), $25,000,000 is transferred to 
carry out this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act. 

(c) USE OF PROCEEDS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, any proceeds 
from the sale or exchange of oil necessary to 
reach and maintain the authorized capacity 
established pursuant to section 154(a) of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6234(a)) and provide for normal main-
tenance and operation of the Reserve shall 
be transferred to carry out this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. CASEY, and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. 1004. A bill to support Promise 
Neighborhoods; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, in many 
of our Nation’s poorest communities, 

children and families do not have ac-
cess to the educational opportunities 
that enable youth to start school ready 
to learn and graduate from secondary 
school ready to succeed in college and 
the workforce, achieve economic self- 
sufficiency, and support families of 
their own someday. 

As chairman of the Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions Committee, 
it is my responsibility to lead the reau-
thorization of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act, which affords 
an exciting opportunity to improve the 
quality of elementary and secondary 
education for our children and youth. 
Our Nation’s future economic strength 
and national security require well-edu-
cated workers who are not only aca-
demically prepared, but also healthy, 
understand the importance of commu-
nity and civic participation, and pos-
sess the skills needed to successfully 
compete in the 21st century global 
economy. To accomplish these goals, 
children and youth must have access to 
a great education and safe and sup-
portive community, beginning at birth. 

However, in too many communities 
the consequences of poverty limit the 
chances students have to obtain a solid 
academic foundation that leads to col-
lege and career success. That is why we 
need Promise Neighborhoods. Promise 
Neighborhood partnerships leverage 
community assets to significantly im-
prove academic outcomes, including 
school readiness, high school gradua-
tion and college entry and completion. 
Promise Neighborhood partners use 
data-driven decisionmaking to guide 
investments in a community-based 
continuum of high-quality services and 
evidence-based practices that address 
the needs of children, from birth 
through college and career entry. The 
reauthorization of ESEA provides us 
with an opportunity to build upon the 
successes of Promise Neighborhoods, of 
which there are more than 40 across 
the country, to ensure that children 
and youth have access to good schools, 
integrated students supports and other 
wrap-around services needed to ensure 
academic, as well as social and emo-
tional, growth and development. 

The lack of supports for families and 
children in distressed neighborhoods 
has a profound impact on student 
achievement and development. Chil-
dren from poor families are less likely 
to have access to nutritious foods, 
high-quality early learning programs, 
adults who read to them every day, and 
basic health care. As a result, these 
children are more likely to experience 
sickness and developmental delays, 
chronic hunger and homelessness, and 
abuse and neglect—all of which con-
tribute to slow brain development and 
low academic achievement. Children 
from low-income families enter kinder-
garten approximately three months be-
hind the national average in reading 
and enter first grade with 900 hours less 
of one-on-one book-reading time than 
do their middle-class peers. 

The number of poor children facing 
these challenges and experiencing 

these devastating results is growing at 
an alarming rate. According to the Na-
tional Center for Children and Poverty, 
the number of poor children under age 
6 increased by 24 percent between 2000 
and 2007. The center also found that in 
my home State of Iowa, 20 percent of 
children under age 6 live in poor fami-
lies. Between 2007 and 2009, the number 
of children living in poverty nation-
wide grew by 2.2 million, to 15.5 mil-
lion. This means that more of our Na-
tion’s children are starting school ill- 
equipped to thrive and gain the skills 
needed for success in the 21st century. 
The best way to combat this trend is to 
ensure that all children, especially 
those in low-income and under- 
resourced communities, have access to 
high-quality early learning programs, 
effective schools, and family and stu-
dent supports that prepare them for 
success. 

One low-income neighborhood where 
children and their families receive 
these essential programs and supports 
is in Harlem, through an organization 
called Harlem Children’s Zone. Geof-
frey Canada began Harlem Children’s 
Zone as a single-block pilot in the 
1990s, which has since expanded to 96 
blocks. Today Harlem Children’s Zone 
operates two charter schools and 
leverages a wide range of public, non-
profit, and philanthropic resources to 
provide wrap-around services to over 
10,000 youth and about the same num-
ber of adults each year. Harlem Chil-
dren’s Zone’s programs have equipped 
children with the skills needed to be 
successful in elementary school and 
have provided families with the tools 
needed to effectively support their 
children’s development and academic 
achievement. The New York Times has 
called it ‘‘one of the most ambitious 
social-service experiments of our 
time’’. 

The bill I am introducing today 
builds on this outstanding framework. 
This Promise Neighborhoods proposal 
would fund competitive grants to im-
plement cradle-to-career ‘‘continuums 
of care’’ similar to Harlem Children’s 
Zone for children in distressed neigh-
borhoods. Promise Neighborhoods en-
courages communities and schools to 
leverage partnerships that provide chil-
dren with access to evidence-based edu-
cation reforms, community services, 
and family supports that improve aca-
demic, developmental, career, and life 
outcomes. 

This bill focuses on ensuring the pro-
vision of high-quality early learning 
programs, effective family and commu-
nity engagement strategies, and better 
services for special populations, such 
as children with disabilities and 
English learners. 

It also allows for grants that are led 
by community-based organizations 
working in partnership with school dis-
tricts, or led by schools in partnership 
with community-based organizations 
or institutions of higher education. 
Partners must collaborate to develop 
and implement a high-quality, evi-
dence-based pipeline of services. This 
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pipeline, at a minimum, must support 
social and emotional development be-
ginning at birth, enhance academic 
achievement, and prepare students for 
success in college and 21st century ca-
reers. 

Promise Neighborhoods is a new kind 
of Federal grant. It requires organiza-
tions, agencies, and caring adults to 
work together to revitalize a single 
neighborhood, focusing on access to the 
educational and other supports chil-
dren need to be successful in school and 
in life. It also supports communities in 
working together to combat the dev-
astating effects poverty has on chil-
dren’s development and academic 
achievement. 

One day I would hope that all chil-
dren grow up in a neighborhood that 
provides support for their success from 
birth. This bill will help us take an im-
portant step towards this vision. 

By Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself, 
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
COATS, Mr. THUNE, and Mr. 
JOHANNS): 

S. 1005. A bill to provide for parental 
notification and intervention in the 
case of a minor seeking an abortion; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, polls 
show nearly 80 percent of Americans 
agree parents should have the legal 
right to stop an abortion from being 
performed on their minor daughter. 
Many States such as Arkansas have en-
acted laws requiring parental notifica-
tion, and these laws have proven very 
effective at the state level. Texas’ teen 
abortion rate has dropped 25 percent 
since passage of its parental notifica-
tion law in 2000 and Virginia and South 
Dakota have had similar results since 
parental notification laws were passed 
more than 10 years ago. However with-
out a Federal law parents in those 
States are not required to be notified 
when their daughters go out-of-state 
for an abortion. Also, judges exploit 
loopholes in state laws by granting 
‘‘judicial bypass’’ so often times the 
law is not enforced. The Parental Noti-
fication and Intervention Act requires 
that parents be notified at least four 
days in advance of any abortion to be 
performed on their minor daughter and 
gives them power to stop an abortion 
from being performed. My colleagues 
Senators GRAHAM, RISCH, COATS, 
THUNE, and JOHANNS join me in intro-
ducing this important legislation. I 
would also like to thank Representa-
tive STEVE KING for his support and 
leadership on the House companion 
version of the Parental Notification 
and Intervention Act. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1005 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Parental No-

tification and Intervention Act of 2011’’. 
SEC. 2. PARENTAL NOTIFICATION. 

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person or 
organization to perform any abortion on an 
unemancipated minor under the age of 18, to 
permit the facilities of the entity to be used 
to perform any abortion on such a minor, or 
to assist in the performance of any abortion 
on such a minor, if the person or organiza-
tion has failed to comply with the following 
requirements: 

(1) Unless there is clear and convincing evi-
dence of physical abuse of the minor by a 
parent, written notification has been pro-
vided to each parent of the minor, informing 
each parent that an abortion has been re-
quested for the minor. 

(2) There is compliance with a 96-hour 
waiting period after notice has been received 
by, subject to paragraph (1), each parent of 
the minor before the abortion may be per-
formed. 

(3) In the case of an action brought by a 
parent of such minor pursuant to section 3, 
with respect to the performance of such 
abortion, the person or organization shall 
not perform such abortion unless and until 
there is a final judgement pursuant to such 
section that granting permanent relief to en-
join the abortion would be unlawful. 

(b) Whoever violates the provisions of sub-
section (a) of this section shall be fined not 
more than $1,000,000, or imprisoned not more 
than 10 years, or both. 

(c) The provisions of this section shall not 
apply if, with respect to an unemancipated 
minor for whom an abortion is sought, a de-
fense or affirmative defense exists which 
would be applicable to other provisions of 
title 18, United States Code. For purposes of 
the previous sentence, such a defense or af-
firmative defense shall not apply unless a 
physician other than the physician with 
principal responsibility for making the deci-
sion to perform the abortion makes a deter-
mination that— 

(1) a medical emergency exists in which an 
abortion on the minor is necessary due to a 
grave, physical disorder or disease of the 
minor that would, with reasonable medical 
certainty, cause the death of the minor if an 
abortion is not performed; 

(2) parental notification is not possible as 
a result of the medical emergency; and 

(3) certifications regarding compliance 
with paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection 
have been entered in the medical records of 
the minor, together with the reasons upon 
which the determinations are based, includ-
ing a statement of relevant clinical findings. 

(d) For purposes of this section, any paren-
tal notification provided to comply with the 
provisions of subsection (a) shall be provided 
through the manner described in paragraph 
(1), or through the manner described in para-
graph (2), as follows: 

(1) The notification shall be provided 
through certified mail in accordance with 
the following procedures: 

(A) The notification shall be addressed to 
the parent of the unemancipated minor. 

(B) The address used shall be the dwelling 
or usual place of abode of the parent. 

(C) Return receipt shall be requested. 
(D) Delivery shall be restricted to the par-

ent. 
(2) The notification shall be delivered per-

sonally to the parent. 
(e) For purposes of this section, the term 

‘‘parent’’ includes, but is not limited to, any 
legal guardian of the child. 
SEC. 3. PARENTAL INTERVENTION. 

Any parent of a minor required to be noti-
fied pursuant to section 2 may bring, in the 
district court of the United States where the 

parent resides or where the unemancipated 
minor is located, an action to bar the per-
formance of an abortion on such minor. The 
court shall issue an injunction barring the 
performance of the abortion until the issue 
has been adjudicated and the judgment is 
final. The court shall issue relief perma-
nently enjoining the abortion unless the 
court determines that granting such relief 
would be unlawful. 
SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE AND SEVERABILITY. 

(a) The provisions of this Act shall be sev-
erable. If any provision of this Act, or any 
application thereof, is found unconstitu-
tional, that finding shall not affect any pro-
vision or application of the Act not so adju-
dicated. 

(b) The provisions of this Act shall take ef-
fect immediately upon enactment. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 185—RE-
AFFIRMING THE COMMITMENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES TO A 
NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT OF 
THE ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CON-
FLICT THROUGH DIRECT 
ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN NEGOTIA-
TIONS, REAFFIRMING OPPOSI-
TION TO THE INCLUSION OF 
HAMAS IN A UNITY GOVERN-
MENT UNLESS IT IS WILLING TO 
ACCEPT PEACE WITH ISRAEL 
AND RENOUNCE VIOLENCE, AND 
DECLARING THAT PALESTINIAN 
EFFORTS TO GAIN RECOGNITION 
OF A STATE OUTSIDE DIRECT 
NEGOTIATIONS DEMONSTRATES 
ABSENCE OF A GOOD FAITH 
COMMITMENT TO PEACE NEGO-
TIATIONS, AND WILL HAVE IM-
PLICATIONS FOR CONTINUED 
UNITED STATES AID 

Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. COL-
LINS, Mr. THUNE, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
CASEY, and Mr. RISCH) submitted the 
following resolution: which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 185 

Whereas the policy of the United States 
since 2002 has been to support a two-state so-
lution to the Palestinian-Israeli conflict; 

Whereas a true and lasting peace between 
the people of Israel and the Palestinians can 
only be achieved through direct negotiations 
between the parties; 

Whereas Palestine Liberation Organization 
Chair Yassir Arafat wrote to Israeli Prime 
Minister Yitzhak Rabin on September 9, 1993, 
that ‘‘all outstanding issues relating to per-
manent status will be resolved through nego-
tiations’’; 

Whereas the reconciliation agreement 
signed by Fatah and Hamas on May 4, 2011, 
was reached without Hamas being required 
to renounce violence, accept Israel’s right to 
exist, and accept prior agreements made by 
the Palestinians (the ‘‘Quartet conditions’’); 

Whereas Hamas, an organization respon-
sible for the death of more than 500 innocent 
civilians, including two dozen United States 
citizens, has been designated by the United 
States Government as a foreign terrorist or-
ganization and a specially designated ter-
rorist organization; 

Whereas Hamas kidnapped and has held 
captive Israeli sergeant Gilad Shalit in vio-
lation of international norms since June 25, 
2006; 
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